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PER CURI AM

Tina Turner was convicted by a jury for aiding and
abetting a bank robbery, 18 U S C 88 2113(a), 2 (2000), and
conspiracy to conmt bank robbery, 18 U S.C. § 371 (2000). She was
sentenced to 41 nonths i nprisonnent. On appeal, she chall enges t he
sufficiency of the evidence to support the jury's verdict and
argues that the district court erred in denying her a reduction

under U.S. Sentencing Guidelines Manual § 3B1.2 (2003) for being a

m nor participant in the robbery. W affirm

To determine if there was sufficient evidence to support
a conviction, this court considers whether, taking the evidence in
the light nost favorable to the Governnent, substantial evidence

supports the jury's verdict. dasser v. United States, 315 U. S.

60, 80 (1942). Substantial evidence is defined as “that evidence
which ‘a reasonable finder of fact could accept as adequate and
sufficient to support a conclusion of a defendant’s guilt beyond a

reasonabl e doubt.’'” United States v. Newsonme, 322 F.3d 328, 333

(4th Cr. 2003) (quoting United States v. Burgos, 94 F.3d 849, 862

(4th Gr. 1996) (en banc)). The court reviews both direct and
circunstantial evidence and permts the Governnent the benefit of
all reasonable inferences fromthe facts proven to those sought to

be establi shed. United States v. Tresvant, 677 F.2d 1018, 1021

(4th Cr. 1982). Wtness credibility is wwthin the sole province

of the jury, and the court will not reassess the credibility of



testinmony. United States v. Saunders, 886 F.2d 56, 60 (4th Gr.

1989). W have reviewed the evidence presented at trial and find
that the jury’s verdict is sufficiently supported by the evidence.
Turner also argues that the district court erred in

denyi ng her notion for a downward adj ust nent under U.S. Sentencing

Quidelines Manual 8§ 3B1.2 (2003) for her mtigating role in the

of fense. A defendant has the burden of show ng by a preponderance
of the evidence that she had a mitigating role in the offense.

United States v. Akinkoye, 185 F.3d 192, 202 (4th Cr. 1999). A

two-1 evel reduction may be nade when a defendant is a mnor
participant, that is, one who “is |less cul pable than nost other
partici pants, but whose role could not be described as mninmal.”
USSG § 3B1.2(b), comment. (n.5). The “critical inquiry is thus not
j ust whet her the defendant has done fewer ‘bad acts’ than [her] co-
def endants, but whether the defendant’s conduct is material or

essential to commtting the offense.” United States v. Pratt, 239

F.3d 640, 646 (4th Cr. 2001) (internal quotation omtted). Role
adj ustments are determ ned on the basis of the defendant’s rel evant

conduct. United States v. Fells, 920 F.2d 1179, 1183-84 (4th G r

1990). The district court’s determnation concerning the
defendant’s role in the offense is a factual issue reviewed for

clear error. United States v. Perkins, 108 F.3d 512, 518 (4th G r

1997). We find no clear error in the district court’s refusal to

gi ve the reduction at sentencing.
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Accordingly, we affirmTurner’s conviction and sentence.
We dispense with oral argunment because the facts and |egal
contentions are adequately presented in the materials before the

court and argunent would not aid the decisional process.
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